Abstract: Within this chapter, I discuss how hosting SMEs is inextricably bound with a series of processes related to
Sports mega-events (SMEs) have always been closely sutured with various historical socio-political-economic trajectories; most recently inextricably tied to the global rhythms and regimes of an expanding media-industrial complex, a deeply militarized-securitized complex and transformations in the organization and management of the contemporary city. Indeed, hosting SMEs has emerged as one of the most effective vehicles for the advancement of internally and externally identifiable places, the (re)-imaging and (re-)organization of urban space, and the attraction of (mobile) capital and people in an intense period of competition between cities. Hosting SMEs, then, is inextricably bound with a series of processes related to the reconstitution of 'spectacular urban space' (Harvey 2001: 92) -or more accurately, select parcels of urban space -into multifaceted environments designed for the purpose of encouraging consumption oriented capital accumulation (Judd 1999; MacLeod 2002) . These are processes that can be viscerally affective and effective processes of subject formation, governance, regulation and social control (e.g. Paton et al. 2012; Waitt 2000) within cities.
The transformations in our city spaces can be contextualized within the political and economic rationalities of neoliberalism. For Giroux (2005), the defining essence of neoliberalism is the morbidity of the social sphere, evidenced in the cynicism toward all things public and collective. Coming to the fore in the late 1970s and early 1980s after a not inconsiderable incubation period, within most Western democracies a political philosophy was strategically advanced (especially through the Regan/Thatcher era) that was prefigured on the need to dismantle the basic institutional components of the post-war social welfare consensus, and mobilize policies intended to extend market discipline, competition, and commodification throughout society (Brenner and Theodore 2002) . This has resulted in contempt for the very notion of social welfare provision and a questioning attitude towards those who are its recipients. While the doses vary -an outcome of temporal, spatial, political and utterly contextual variations -the basic prescription of neoliberalism is the same: purge the system of obstacles to the functioning of free markets; celebrate the virtues of individualism (recast social problems as individual problems); foster economic self sufficiency; abolish or weaken social programs; include those marginalized into the labour market on the market's terms (such as through the workfare scheme); and, criminalize the homeless and the urban poor (Giroux 2005) . Within this chapter, I hold together neoliberalism and SMEs and discuss how
